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space for disquisitions. The concise note of the editor is admirably sug- 
gestive; but may there be sufficient space to submit to our friend the 
hint that as he has failed to conceive of all manners of seeing the uni- 
verse, it may be that he may have failed in other perceptions more im- 
portant, and that he may be losing time in groping after non-essentials. 
Many persons in France and elsewhere, like our friend, have done a little 
thinking on the world, and ended by putting God out of consideration. The 
chaotic fury of the present war has brought again the thought of God to 
the mind of multitudes. In the world of to-day there certainly is need 
of such a God as the Christian trusts. Multitudes indifferent or defiant until 
now have turned to the God of the Gospels and found peace. 

Our friend has on his heart a cause which many of us believe is the 
cause of God. Perhaps if he should consider whether, since the world 
has come into being and is such a world, it does not stand in need of the 
God of the Gospels, it might be that he would find himself in the way 
to feel after Him and find Him. 

James Carter. 

Lincoln University, Pa. 



A MAN OF STRAW 

Sir, — Your editorial in the January issue attempting to prove that there 
is such a thing as international law is confusing, and displays considerable 
ignorance of Anglo-Saxon and Continental jurisprudence. Law, properly 
so-called, must have a sanction, that is, there must be some superior from 
which it emanates and which will actively enforce it. Since John Austin, 
most Anglo-Saxon jurists have denied the existence of such a thing as 
international law, since nations are independent sovereigns and have no 
common sovereign; the rules of conduct which govern among nations are 
not laws, but merely standards of morality. Austin called these usages 
" positive international morality," and this view has been accepted by such 
jurists as Sir Frederick Pollock, James Bryce, John Chipman Gray and 
numerous others. Some have asserted that there is international law, and 
that there is a sanction in public opinion, moral pressures and the like. 
Elihu Root, for example, has taken this attitude. Continental jurists, on the 
other hand, preponderate in favor of the view that there is no international 
law, and seek to find somewhere the superior controlling force. Demogue, 
Duguit, Gareis and others discover this force in various facts, while Josef 
Kohler and a lesser number declare that there cannot be such law without 
a • super-state. The only difference between the two theories is in the 
understanding of the meaning of the word " law " — whether to accept the 
rigid and easily comprehensible Austinian notion or to look upon law as 
something more vague, more indeterminate. But none of these writers on 
jurisprudence is so foolhardy as to deny that there are in fact certain prin- 
ciples of conduct, of morality, or whatever you want te call them, which! 
govern nations in their international relations. All affirm that there are 
such rules, and merely seek to classify them as law or something else 
according to their own conceptions of law. What your editorial seeks to 
do is to prove that there are international standards of action, something 
which all thinkers and all statesmen admit — there is no suspicion in it 
that you ever heard of the intellectual combat as to whether there is lam 
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under these circumstances; although you were probably "inspired" to dic- 
tate the editorial by reading somewhere that " there is no international law." 
In my opinion, the five-page editorial proves nothing but your own 
shortcomings. 

Maxwell Steinhaedt. 
New York City. 

[If our esteemed and learned correspondent had read the article which 
he so severely criticizes, beyond the title, he would have known what it 
was about, and would not then have expended his energies so profligately 
in bethumping a man of straw of his own creation. As all other readers 
of The North American Review of course recognized, we in that articla 
took for granted all the perfectly familiar principles, theories, contentions, 
truisms and what not of which our correspondent now reminds us, and 
gave our chief attention to urging the need of vindicating the integrity and 
validity of international law in spite of the flagrant violations of it with 
which this war is marked, so that it shall not be said that the consensus of 
the world's judgment, or the formal agreement of the great majority of 
nations, has been arbitrarily annulled by the act of a single belligerent. In 
our opinion an indispensable prerequisite to the conclusion of peace should 
be an acknowledgment by all the belligerents of the validity and authority 
of the Treaties of The Hague and other international conventions as they 
existed before the war, and a consequent acknowledgment that all viola- 
tions of them were wrong and deserving of penalty. Nor can we concede 
that the taking of such a view argues any fatal "shortcomings" on the 
side of law and justice. — Editor.] 

OUR FARMERS 

Sir, — Your editorial in this month's Review, entitled "Are Americans 
Poor Farmers," is one to make the judicious grieve. The fallacies of it 
pass so current everywhere in the metropolitan press, that it is small 
wonder that the man in the street believes that the American farmer is 
incompetent. The truth is that he is, taken as a whole, the most competent 
agriculturist in the world. Your errors are based on the assumption that, 
because the acre yield in Germany is greater than in this country, your 
hypothesis is proven. You should have investigated to ascertain which of 
the two nationalities produces the greatest yield per unit of producers. Had 
you done so you would have discovered that the American farmer produces 
three times as much per man employed as does the German. You advocate 
what you designate by that pretty term " intensive farming." That term 
implies the command of unlimited labor. Any farmer will put to rout 
your argument by demonstrating the fact that more labor than he now em- 
ploys is impossible to obtain. This is why American farming is wholly 
" extensive " — scarcity of labor and its high price, as compared with 
European labor. So long as labor is both high priced and scarce just so 
long will extensive farming prevail in this country. Crowd one hundred 
million people into an area twice that of Texas and intensive farming would 
at once obtain. Scatter it over our present area and extensive farming 
would at once prevail. Why? Simply because, given those two elements 
you have presented conditions that will make the one or the other system 
profitable. So long as the extensive system is more profitable than the 



